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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or wore claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

1. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, the use of "and/or" 
maizes the claim indefinite, due to this examiner has tal<en the broadest reasonable 
interpretation of the claim in order to advance prosecution. 

2. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. Specifically, the use of "e.g." 
makes the claim indefinite and indicates that the entirety of the claim following the use 
of "e.g." is not required structure or function, therefore everything following "e.g." in 
claim 4 has not been examined by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 

USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 

obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 
.2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at Issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 

3. Claims 1-6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 

Pham (US 6,170,847) in view of MacLeod (US 5,794,966). 

With regards to claim 1. Pham discloses : 

• A single-track vehicle (Figure 1 a. Item 1 ) 

• A supporting device (Figure la, Item 45, 46, and 21) 

• An adjusting device (Figure 3, Items 46 and 47) 

o Which is intended for selective lowering and raising of support elements 

(Column 4, Lines 55-57) 
o Which can be actuated by way of a control device (Figure 3, Item 52) 
■ Which can be influenced as a function of control signals from a 
speedometer which senses the speed of the vehicle (Figure 3, Item 
55) 

• The adjusting device comprises at least one supporting and actuating element 
(Figure 3, Items 47 and 53a) 

o Which can be influenced in combination by way of the control device or by 
signals from the driver (Columns 9-10, Lines 41-27 [respectively]) 
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o It is intended for extending and retracting the supporting device (Column 
4, Lines 55-57) 

o It can be tensioned against the supporting device, as well as means for 
selective locking, unlocking, tensioning and extending of the supporting 
and actuating element (Column 8, Lines 33-64) 
With regards to claim 1. Pham lacks, but MacLeod teaches : 

• The control device can be influenced as a function of control . signals from a 
transverse acceleration meter (Columns 11-12, Lines 58-9 [respectively]) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
take the teachings of MacLeod and incorporate them into the invention of Pham 
in order to provide an alternative way of detecting the necessity of the outrigger 
wheels. 

With regards to claim 2. Pham discloses : 

• Two supporting struts (Figure la, Items 45) 

o One for each supporting roller (Figure 1a, Items 45 and 66) 
■ Which can be pivoted in and out (Figure 2a) 
With regards to claim 2. Pham lacks, but MacLeod teaches : 

• Characterized in that the supporting struts are coupled to one another so as to be 
adjustable synchronously (Figure 3) 

o Figure 3 discloses that the entire hydraulic system is interconnected and 
therefore is capable of acting synchronously 
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• The supporting (Item 28) and actuating element (Item 40) is coupled to one of 
these supporting struts (Figure 3) 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
take the teachings of Macleod and incorporate them into the invention of Pham in 
order to provide a system that is interconnected and can adjust synchronously so 
as to maintain balance between the two supporting struts. 
With regards to claim 3. Pham discloses : 

• Two supporting struts (Figure la, Items 45) 

• One for each supporting roller (Figure 1a, Items 45 and 66) 

o Which can be pivoted in and out (Figure 2b.) 

o Characterized in that each of these supporting struts is coupled to its own 
supporting and actuating element (Figure 3) 
■ Discloses one side of the vehicles system 
With regards to claim 4, Pham discloses : 

• Characterized in that the supporting and actuating element comprises a hydraulic 
system which is closed towards the exterior (Column 9. Lines 1-40) 

o The hydraulic system is fully enclosed and is not exposed to the exterior 
environment 
With regards to claim 5. Pham discloses : 

• Characterized in that electric, pneumatic or mechanical means or a combination 
of two or all three means are provided for controlling and adjusting the supporting 
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and actuating element into the RIGID. LOOSE, TENSIONED and EXTENDING 
states (Column 8, Lines 33-64.) 

o Item 53a, previously indicated as the actuating member is a solenoid 
which receives an electric signal is received which causes mechanical 
opening or closing of the valve based off of input from the ECM which 
leads to the adjustment of the supporting element into a rigid, loose, 
tensioned, and extending state 
With regards to claim 6. Pham discloses : 

• Single-track vehicle with a stabilizing device as claimed in claim 1 

o Above claim 1 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Pham (US 6,170,847) in view of MacLeod (US 5,794,966), the base 
reference used, Pham, was a single-track vehicle, therefore claim 6 is 
rejected. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: 

• Burden et al. (US 4,145,959), Willman (US 6,213,237). Hinton (PG Pub. 
2005/0035583), Pham (US 5,401.055), Sutheriand (US 5,931,499), Murata etal. 
(PG Pub. 2005/0167961), Horn (US 5,378,020), Sakita (US 4,826,194). Denney 
et al. (US 3,397.898). Stout (US 2,767.995). Ohrmann (US 2.750.204). and 
Watkins (US 5,904,218) 
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o Disclose structure similar to tliat disclosed and claimed by applicant, 
specifically in reference to the hydraulic system incorporating both gas 
and fluid 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from tlie examiner siiould be directed to John R. Olszewsici whose telephone 
number is 571-272-2706. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 5:30AM- 
4PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Christopher Ellis can be reached on 571-272-6914. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Infomnation regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 





